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In recapping the serlea, CBS saidi 
covered svidenee In the film of the murder itself,,,” (page 1), 
This Is plagarlam, for this t#as m>% "hitherto undiscovered® but 
was published aM copyrighted two years earlier, by a®, to CBS* 
icnowledge and to the personax knowledge of the executive producer 
of the ^ows, 

’*f#e, • .found that one bullet could, indeed, have wounded both the 
President and Ocjvernor Connall|r" (page 1), 

It took no tests, by CBS ot the governsent, to establish that a 
single bullet could wound two men, What neither CBS ncr the 
government couM prove (and dldn*t) Is that this single bullet 
Inflicted all the non»fatal Injuries on both men, essential to 
even the beginniiig of validation of the Beport, Actually, even 
rigged to make them wcrk as the CBS "tests” were, they prove ti^ 
oppositei that th® single bullet could not have Inflicted all 
seven Injuries, This le without regard to the other essential 
that had to be met and were not - that mis bullet ©merge 
virtually intact, undeformed ana unmutilated, CES suppressed 
the bullets It used. My request for pictures of them is un- 
answered, 

"w'e heard autopsy surgeon, <?«sses report that he has re- 

examined the X-rays and photographs of the President’s body,,, 
(page 1), 

In repea tl nr the persistent CBH lie, f©y Humes had never 
egrlier examined the pictures, here it le compounded to make 
him say that he had, id^^h be did n<3t, 

"we presented the conspiracy theories of Orleans Dis trict 
Attorney Jim Garrison,, .which today r^m-iain a series of largely 
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Facts wlaat CBS ”prcs©nted” is aot the liquor bat the fasll oil* Its 
entire effort was to not present these **theorl@s^, avaiiafel© to 
CBS in usable form# in sjf book on tti® g abject# of »feich it knew 
aiKJ to which it was granted access. It «d.so knows that Oarriaon 
cannot present bis evidence on CBS# suast restrict It t© court 



use. 



0BSJ ' **W8 now ask...s doesn’t toeriea believe the ¥arren Repert... 

jast how well and honestlj the Warren CosirIssIois operated...” (page 
Factl CBS had no such Intention# never addressed these questions, and 
when It considered irrefatabl® proof of dishonesty iffioerlshably 
and irrefutably preserved in TBI reper ts showSm pictures never 
seen bv the Ca^ission# never wanted or taken by the FBI, of 
witnesses saw Oswald on the first flior when he could not 
have been on tim slatth to be the assaasln and were not called fey 
the CcaBTissloa - It asked this proof of m&, prcsslslag credit for 
Its us© » It joined the government in supprassi?^ the evidence 
(PHOTOaRAPBTC WHITEWASH i^2, 49-52, ?4-b, 03, 177» 210-1). Xhis 
Is, in itself# proof of federal and CBS dlshoneaty {page 2). 
CoBamontt CBS was careful to present a selection of Verities'* and a 



selection of what they say ard believe. It avoided the best in- 
foraed. It presented liane in ©rrcsr, as when h© says, of the 
pietures a?vi X-rays of the autopsy, ”Kot o?ie lawyer for the Ccsr- 
mtsslon over saw - was curious enough to exascin® themost Irpprtsnt 
evldenc®”. Of ^rlen Opecter this is not true as, if CBS made 
even pwrt of the ”investlgation” it i^otended# It knew* CBS did 
not ask Specter what hlg pieture-examination told him. In using 
I«n© {pages 2-3), which is not accidental# CBS was sotting the 
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stage for attacking his accuracy, thus jaaklng it m&m as though 
all criticise, of the Coaimlsslon and Its repm-t are Inaccurate 
and that, in fact, i«&at it here prseents Is accurate. It is an 
Interview with Charles Brehms 

CBSs CBS presented a a Ingle-paragraph, seml-coh^ent interview with 
j^ehaj la i^lch he complains that I»ane misrepresented what l^ehm 
had said (page 3 *^) 

Pacts li^at Brehm told the government was sufficient to get it sup- 
pressed frcffii the 10 , 000 , 000 -word 26 volumes and was avfellahle 
to CBS from the Archives, where I got It, It is consistent with 
oilier sappressed official data, also available to CBS, la 
ostablishlng that the pieces of the President’s skull exploded 
to t±i© left - sr?d for a considerable distance to the left - from 
an exoloslon exclusively on the right side of his head, Phis is 
highly improbable, 

CBJ‘i BrahicJ **,,,what I saw fly over hore Inhere” is meaningless on 
paper unless explained, but It is Intended by Brehis to mean tti© 
a&ultx side of Bealey i laza) — his skull — althou^ I told him 
I could not — I did not — I thought it was but I could not,” 
Pacts Brens saw something fly past him coinciding with the fatal shot, 
assumes It wat a piece of the skull but cannot, not having 
sought it, prove It, His assiffiptloij is validated by other sup- 
pressed evidence I have. It was a piece of the President’s skull 
and I can trace It to the House, 

CBSf i!r, Eostein ”gtudied the 26 voluroes of hearings,,,” fpag© I 4 ), 
Pset-s This la faction. Eo stein could not writ# his own footnotes. Ho 
knfXfs little about the actual evidence, never considered the 
basic question, was Oswald the asaassin, sesaming he was, ar^ has 
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uplttsn the eross-est ©rrors, H!a data was, for thear^t part, 
supplisd Mm by former Co»-lssion staff nKrmbers on® of wbfe in 
particular, Wesley Liebalep, was bent upon self- justification 
ano usee Epstein to divert attention from bits aM to others. 
Arlen Specters »I would say, after prosecuting a great mny 
cases, that seiocan do you find a ease which was as persuasive 
that *swaia was the assassin and, in fact, the iom assassin, 
and we convict people in the erlmlnal courts every day right 
h«re in Philadelphia. And the times the death pemlties arc im- 
posed (sic) or life teprisoTssent - ®o that - so that the case 
does fit together" (page 5), 

Tt is a d,y for Phn.ri.lohU Jf «Us Is tru*. for thers Is 
no slnrlo .olid bit of „ld.ocs th,t Os„sW „,s sr assss.ln «M 
.11 ttio crjdiblo svldone. Is that thsr. ws, „o loos assassin. 
Only In fch, abssnes of *y opposition »uld a oaso Have been 
presented, for there Has no ease, only speoulatloa, conjecture. 
r«or sod fabrication - slth auppreeslon. Like hla case. 

Specter will not appear against oppoeltt on that knowa the case. 

He has declined a dozen challenges fron the electronic media to 

confront m®, 

specter (of the staff* "...nen Here chosen froc various parts of 
the United t t.tes Hho had no connection with government” (page Si 
This 1. knowingly false. The general counsel Has a f»h.r 
solicitor gen«.al of the United state.. Hts staff director was 
loaned by the 1, apart, rent of Justice (which, Witt the Secret 
service, Provided almost 10«6 of tte Investigative staff). All 
of the 0-«.aalon members were or had been hi* government ezecu- 
tlvss or electee offlclala. Only Allen Dulles Has not then In 
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Moi"© than half «>f the feurtsan assistant eounssl had been 



f^werim^ent ^iplojees. Twelve ” staff m»b®rs" are listed in the 
Report (PI479-81), Of these, all bat one had been or were at th© 
%Vm ©f tbalr appslnttssnts to the Camjaisslon on the federal pay- 
roll* Of the fifty-seven other® on the staff, no biographical 
data Is given (E^Sl-S)* 

b^SBasentJ there Is no doubt that Speetsr Is a ll.ar in saying:, were 

chosen. ••who had no connection wlldi the govsrrvasnt®, am that OM 
knew It* 

CBSi Specters ”#..the CdSEslssloii used Its Indepencent judgment idnerever, 
say, the 1^81 or t^s secret Sarvlc® was Involved itself so that 
they would not Investigate thcifiselves ©n the #: ub jects where they 
were directly Involved*. •** (peg® 6). 

F&cts ynless the designed ©scape hatch (’*was Involved Itself**) is teeh- 



nieslly aeeorat®, this Is a,nother lie. It mver hap'oened that 
way, aiways happened the ether way, and Specter eortainly should 
have known It. Only the FBI and QIM Invastlgeted the charges end 
suspicions that <‘«waM had had ccmnectlone wife thess, tech of 
Itstlf » end th© record of this Is printed by the CoBwiisslon fSs© 
OSWAI.U IM W ORffitliB). Again, Specter knew this a® aid CM, It 
Is B 11© and a propagandized lit. (page 6). (tBS forgot and 
acknowledged this In aruother context on page b). 



CBS 8 The Report ‘Viotes the Secret Service agents assigned to protect 



the i-T'tsldent had been drinking beer aBd liquor Into the early 



hours of the krorning® (pag© 6)* 

Pact 8 This is erroneous. Part of a shift was not abed, part of that 

shift had been drinking, none to excess. Thle is another of the 
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slandars on those men aetoally protecting the President, Th^y 
could have done nothing to save him. 

The CoffljKlssion’s criticism is that the Secret Sert^c© should 
have known of* Ostjrald*s esiplojtsent along the snotorcad© route, as 
the FBI did, but this has significance only if those thinga the 
Report of hlr. are true and they are uniformly falg®s He was not 
insane, not pro-Coismunlst, not sut or the assassin. 

Cociffionts What criticism CBS eiakes In its own nsmib here appeared first 
in WHIfBWASH, which It at no point mentions* 

03SS CBS ©aoted Parkland Hospital Chief of Security 0, P. Wri^t as 
Saying he could not interest either the FBI or the. Secret 
Serviee in Bullet 399 when .Darrell Tomllnaon found It (page ?)# 
Pact: The carrying of this bullet In pockets could have had it ruled 

out as ©vldem® had It been genuine, for that would have 4©-. 
sl;royed the ©videncs that could have been on it. In the residues, 
and could have added other residues not on It when found. Tt is 
doubtful if this, one of the few poseibl© links of the rifle to 

■ V A 

the a Si as si flat i on', could thereafter have been used in court, 
when Wright belatedly Interested a Secret Service agent in it, 
the bullet was again pocketed snd not marked for Wentif icatioa 
In any way, additional disqualifications, ifftiat CBS failed to do 
“ documentary evidence was available to it and was 

published (miTrnkm II) . was to show that at eno tlim was this 
bullet ever handled as evidence must be. it was produced In th© 
House thet night when the chief agent said. In effect, ”I 
hear one of you gays has a bullet% and gent Johnson reached into 
his pac.ket and handed it over. 

CBS: «The Commission had before it the hard fact that Oswald*® notebook 
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ceataimti tb© naw«, phoi© nm^her aj^ license plat© nurefc©r of tii© 
Dallas# F.B.I, agent, O'aiB®® Ifosty” (page 8)* 

Faet? ‘The ”tearG fact” is not frois CBS, which edited It. Host;^ was the 
FBI Oswald @3rpert, was penalized and deejoted after th© assaseirsa— 
tion, and the FBI edited this listltig in Oswald*# notebook out 
of the evidence until it realized it could not get away with it. 
CSS I ”Tli& CoBigiiasion says it also cheeked the F.B.I.*s cwn files, but 
mentions no other Investigation. It follcwed the siORe curious 
proeedwr© with the C.I.A....” (page 6). 

Fact* 1?his Is explicitly false, as CBS must have known, for th© Co®- 
alssion specifically refused to hoM or even check through th® 
files these agencies produced before It. This Is Ih the printed 
record (Se® £SWAI1> IH ME'w CBLgAJffi). 

CBS* ”You will remember that it hedged its conclusion, sayltig only 
that there was no evidence of a conspiracy** (page S). 

Fact* This is a previously iwsted and repeated lie. The Heport is 

explicit In its ”C one I us Ions” (Flf) In saylj^ that Oswald fired 
all th© shots, identical with saying there was no eoneplracy* 

CBSl ■ CBS puotes Frs. Marguerite Oswald as saying her son was an agent, 
knowing that she could not prove It (pages 6-9 )• 

Facti CBS knev? I had solid evidersc®, knew that I repeatedly mad© the 
charge in the two books they read and the t±iird that I offered 
them, and dallberitely declined to use it. Instead it pretended 
there i© no evidence Oswald had govcriment connect ions. 

CBS* CBS quo ted Mre. Oswald saying, ”How, how can lie® Harvey Oswald 

get out of the Herlm Corps three soatfes ahead of tlm© on & oir© 
Heed discharge, and at the sain© time be Issued a passport to 
travel?” (page 9). 
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Facts This 'S the charge of WHITEWASH, ^tileh goes fia*th©r, as GBS knew 
and again does net credit* Thi«P'- is »ueh more In OfiHAia IW IflW 
OHTSA^S* 

CararnentJ The CBS conelagion l@ that althoii^ ^the Ctassmisslon had full 
pcwer to conduct it s mm Independent iiwestlgatlon, it permitted 
th® F*B*I* and the G*X*4* to Investigate dtejuaelv©® <•• and so east 
a permanent shadow on Mi© answers" (page 91* 

Fasts Correct. Right from WHITEWASH, where CBS first read it. Hot 

credited, but used in a context that In the miiKi of th© listener 
credits Epstein with, first stating and proving it (neither of 
which is true)* 

CBS* The Warren Gcasrcisslon and its staff Interviewed 552 witnesses. 
Their testimony takes up these 26 thick volianes” (page 10), 

Fi^ts There were 552 sources of idiat is, for lack of an appropriate 
desigraticm, loosely called but Is not "teetlmony®. Of theae, 
only ^ apnesred before Gommi salon member, 395 wore 

questioned in ex pert© depositions toy tbc Ccmmisslon staff, 61 
supplied affidavits (also ©x part® and wltoout questioning by any 
m^.ber of th® Qasimlsslen or its staff), and two gav® unsworn 
steteiwnts. 7h© Cc^misston regeriied newspaper staples atKi 
partisan Investigative reports ae the eqm.1 of sworn testimony 
(WHii.fvWASH xv)* If Mils is an accidental error, it is a eoB^oent*- 
ary on th© use CBS made of Mi© miors&ous Investment of expensive 
manpcjwer (and ^500,000 cash) over a seven-month period. It is 
also false that "their testinoi^* takes up these 26 thick 
volumes’*, vdiat Mie Ccaamisslon called "testimony" takes up about 
a third only. The rest Is exhibits. This error is repeated. 
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CiHSF.#nt« Hors lat^ortant thsn Mre, Carolyn Walthars^ tis«d h®r© as m bx^ 
air<pls of th» ??itn9ss®g who j^ould hav® been heard and w©r©Ti*t 
fand a good om) Is the cas© of Mrs. Carolyn Arnold eit®d 
earlier. H%*s, Arnold plaeed Oswald on the first floor, not the 
sixth. CBS asked for my official documentation and permlselon 
to use it, which. I gave. They suppressed it, for they would not 
concede Oswald could not have been the assassin, which Kr®. 

Arnold could prove. 

CBSs ”Dnly that physical evidence (autopsy plctiures and X»rays), say 

th.© critics, can finally resolv© the debate over how many bullets 
struck the President, where they came from, and wh«r® they went... 
(page 11), 

Fact* f?nly &me critics, not including me. These pictures and X-rays, 

If they can ever be authenticated as those of the autopsy, ^diieh 
the doctors cannot do, carmot **flngtlly resolve** any of these 
questions and can address but one, **how many bullets strtick the 
Free i dent”. It cannot be definitive on even this one. 

CBSs ”Kore than one critic has charged that the autopsy record is the 
Warren Report is not the original autopsy...** (page 11). 

Pacts Correct* I was the first and am the only on© to prove it with a 
word-by-word comparison of the oldest existing handwritten draft 
and the typed final version and to print by facsimile excerpts 
proving this (WHITEWASH 196). 

CBS« **Be- 0 Xaffiine ttiog® disputed photographs and X-rays...** (.page 11). 

Fact! Ho matter how many times CBS repeats it. It Is still a lie. 

Dr. Htmes 2 **-Th@ Hoport (sic), as I stated. Is exactly the way it 
was dsllvered, and the way !t was written (page 11). 
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Both atat@»3#Tjt« ar© lias. It is net «th 9 wa? it i?as written,’* 
for MUIS8S parson&ll^ laad® ©xtansive chani^s in his writing. m2m&, 
feisr© Mae a major, a definitive change that was i»«®r made ia th© 
draft bat ia the , tjped version (iiKxT.^A3'H 1$S), in the 

fourth paragraph Mimes wrote that ”Dp» Ferry noted.,.® second, 
puncture wound in the low anterior neck in ©pproxliaately the mid- 
line.” In the typed version ^puncture®, id’^lch means the 
FresMcnt was shot from the front, is replaced by ”such emallsr”, 
/which does not say It but In medical terms still ffieane it, ©1- 
thou«^ not so interpreted offlelelly. Xn any ev#nt. It is a 
change from even the changed writing by Hiteos. 

Had he said this under oath, it would have been Perjury. 

”The Kennedy family stipulation that th® pictupcs be locked away 

for five years - wim only certain authorized goverrisent personnel 
si lowed to see th«®” (page 11). 

Bot^ statements are false. Far CBS to pretend a ^special” on this 

subject knowing so llttl® of the fact is no 1ms disturbing thaa 

the alternative, a 11©. those pictures sre locked away for th# 

lifetime of the longest-ltvlng close Eermedy relative alive. 

Only %overrKent Investigators® may be panted access durii^. thsa© 

five ye^g • and there is no eovernmenfe investigation current or 
pending. 

ws believe that thc^e fil*g should now be isad© available for In- 
dependent ©3r.^.inat!on by eaepert pathologists..,® (page u). 

Is the rumiii^ dog of further misrepresentation s.n3, lies. 

^iTst fehes© must be established, as the law repuirog, as the 
genuine pictures and I-rayg of the autoPay - all thsm, unaltered- 
no more, no fewer and no other - h^not limited to ©n 
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unbroken ehalrx of |>oss©©sioM* it Is not patholo. 

gists** wh-j ©an dsrive iKsaalng. frc© thsm for &©y do aot iiavs ij>. 
dspendojit msanliig,. it is those with the best &m widest knowledge 
Of the entire story wh© mint exaaalr^ them, for ©^en If these 
pictures and X-rays sh?sw ekactiy i^at Iheit doctors say, they 
cannot validate the rest of the Repcjrt. They ©an prove only that 
fewer lies were toM perjuries c^nmltted. ®or among patholo- 
, gists Is It ^roly anyo.?^ %»11 ddalffied in general patholo,^, 
fhe n&rn.tlomX r®oGlr^.ent8 are in fosfnaie lasdlclm and gan-#iot 
wounds nnd Kta'der by which most, nmrn of the rmw^ 

mm% eminent mtholoijlsts, do not h«ve» 

CBSs *^'Fher i® on© further piece ©f ©vicienee which ww f©®l jsuat now bd 
mde aviilafele to th^ entire public i faprua^*© flljB of 

the actual ascassljmtiofi,.** (paE© 32 )* 

Fasti 4^004* Cxsa does m^t care it doee with LIFERS mo?jey, but 

mis film should be aiithenticatod and jaad# pufells iiroperty* How 
ever, why stop with this film? i&at is wrong with the too-jaai^ 
oth«a?s vh© suppreseion of which was guaranteea by the B'^vernKent, 

, toj;hS knowledge - and sobs of which CBS- has seen and has copies 

%lx^tr it; si 00 iiS#| 

CBS refuses to fvaetiec %d^at It preaches* It has steadfastly de- 
clined to make publSe that of its own evidence that it ml repre- 
sented in Itee awn shows and has failed to mmw&r lay rcQuegt that 
they make them pxthlU an3 give mo ©opies. I^amples, their Marks- 
manship*’ a-d e^.era «te3ts% the bullets they fired In. these tcetg, 
etc* 

cmt »„.the»o broadcasts have demonstrated that the film my contain 
vital un, discover -© 4 clues to the aseassimtlon** (page 12)* 
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Itepetiti^u 40SS nat altar tha fact* CBS ma mt 4incovmr this, 
nor dl4 Br. Alvaroz, to t-hey attribute It, but to CBS* 

fenowleegs I old and itisy r-sad It in ir^* copyrighted work* ' 

i ^Phasiso that it is l alon® among the critics sfeo publial^iod 

this* 

“MPS'8 a»el«t8n maiu ,oa etnn-t s«o th« Zaprudar fll« in Its 
proper t&m, m motion plctnr© film** (pap.© 22)/ 

This ie antpue. The film esn be seen In metlon at the itetlonal 
tpehlvsB, es Kany people, eulte pngslbly Including e?S pereonael, 
hwe. If ^ey could not eee it ®t im and did agt see It at tte 
tpASoee, they were IneoBpetent to enlte and oresant their saris,. 
'Tie asksd Ccolas loner «cCloy. "sre you satisfied that aa 

noch effort was put into .Siallenplng that case (against Oswald} 

B.B In ©stabltshinp It?®* fpmge 12)* 

"I’ll answer that In juet a moment", KeCloy hoE^n, &m then spent 
five uninterrupted paragraphe not answering It. lie apoloeiced 
for appearing and. In effect, .aid that with c-awald denied the 
benefits of teerlean law, by «uby *s shot, the CceKilaelon waa not 
bound to glea {hen to hiai. He did not answer the question. 

«ctloy, ons««.lng the question, -what did you do on those visits 
to 1.01 last", said ttiey walked around, -wont Into «ie School sook 

Depository, we talked to all of the police officers toere...- 
(page 13 )* 

They did not talk to all the pollee. Includlto e«e of the most 
important poile©, 

i'dCloy acknowladped the pictures a« X-rays should have been pro. 
duced before the Cce», lesion, b-it said, "we had the best evidence 
w-ul*f"''/ * *** pathology In respect to the iTeeloent'e 

wiwuna®” (pags 24 )^ 
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As a lawyer, FcCley well toows that the «best ©Tidenoe*’ is tSi© 
pietiisfes, not ajiy description, no seattar how acearat© » and there 
Is not e^en a description in the 900 pages of the Report or the 
10,000,000 words of ** evidence®* The Sosanleelon did not have 
’’best ©videj^e®, and ©very ffiember Is a Isaiyer* 

In cessment Ing ©n disbelief of tti© Report, KcCloy said that ’’in 
i&aJ^ cases** on the CiOKpuses he*© visited, ’’the professore as well 
as students**, as he put It, **think that It Is Illiberal t© come 
to the ceneluslon that a Cc^munlst inclined defector could have 
been the assissln of ttie Freeldent® (pages li}.'*5) 

If CoBBRtssioncr IfeCloy notion of ths evidence behind tti© 

Report he signed, he certainly ]gnmts that Oswald was anti* 
Ocrntmunlst, mM violently so. Thla pdl^le is not responslv© to 
^e question and, oven if it is leg© ttian a fabrication (ihieh. 
froa my rmn experience on ©as^uses and elsewhere it certainly is), 
it does not say why people do not Pel lev© the Report* Tho on® 
and the obvious reason ha should have given h® didn’t 1 The con- 
clusions are not supported by the evidem®, whi^ does not prove 
what the doiatisslon alleged and does prove the oppsoite* 

HcCloyj “,,.80 far I haven’t seen any credible .evidence which 
dispels the soundness ©f the fundamental conclusions that w© nnm 
to** (page 15), 

If© one else knows idiat lleCloy may or may not have seen, but if ho 
has not seen such evidence, h® didn’t look or It was denied him, 
for it abounds and ig moat of th® CoBmslsslon’s credible, pertinent 
evidence. CBS did not ask what, if anythin^., he had seen and 
read of the entire books, 

fewer than two million copies of the Report have been sold. 
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Bj & eensidarable iKarginj; more poopls hav« tooofht copies of books 
attacking the Report fcan liave bought the Report Itself •.•** (page H 
Pacts This is not a correct fonmlatioa and is otherwise of tSie most 
dubious authenticltj'. The Bepcsrt was iirlnted in countless 
forcis other than by the government* It also was printed in 
abbrev^iated form by many houses* It was printed completely by 
the Uew Tork Times, which al©?^ adds 2$ft to 1h« Questionable CbS 
total* There Is no major paper In the country which aid not print 
appreciable ?>artg. The Associated Tress syndicated Its major 
chapter, ”5ummary and Conclusions”* liAilch probably had the widest 
elrculstion in history of any official text, certainly more than 
all the books critical of the Bepisrt can hop® ever, colleetivcly, 
t© achieve* It dees not motion the aycophantle writing, which 
supports the Report and has been serialised* Uvery major magaslm 
and every major newspaper has supported the Eepoft and its ecn- 
cluslons. Ci^ simply mlin?epresente<i* 

CBSj From this fallacy, solf-manufactta?ed, CBS comludedi ”*.*^©re 

may be something gferoad In the land that wants not to believe th© 
Report’s e one las ion, that President Kaceiedy was th© victim of a 
lone madman, and not a complracy” {page 15) 

Facti Here CES drops its pant®, f«a*gottiiig that it has steadfastly (and 
knowingly falsely) maintained thatethe Coramlssion never said 
there was no conspiracy* 

■ GBSt ’’^Xar final c^^stlon th@n| Could America believe the Vlarren Reporti 
(page IS* 

Pacts h g«ml-coher©nt speech by i^r* Peymour Lipset of Harvard gessfiS to 

mean nothing. This "distinguished sociologist said that ”if s^.e- 
one*s killed becaag©-for hlg money. If s^vneone’s kidnapped for 
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Fart 4, Page 15 

if-that i» assassi nation which Is a consaqaame 

of a plot Is lilt© a murder la the context of the crime for mor© 
monef by a gaag***^ 

On the other hand. If It «loes mean anything. It mm to ho 

opposite to th® €BS argtmient. 

CBSs Sera*y Steele Coiaager was next (pages 16*»?)» To this historian 

® there has cace up ih recent years, particularly sire® the coming 
of the Cold War, ssssething that might he called a eotssplracy 
psychology®. If he here tald anything, it is that the assasslm* 
tion ®can ho explained hy ordinary processes®. H© coraiected this 
with ®th© Kcfarthy era, the islaaiaa of suspicion... T don*t think 
we* 4 become paranoid (sic). But w© were on the road to a paranoid 
■ explanation of things.® And anoQasr investigation Is not ’’any 
more likely to be< b®li®v©d®. This, of course, is scientific 
thinking? It msfees no difference what an investigation proved, 
whether it is la secret or public, credible or m>t, it id 11 not be 
believed. Therefor®, there should be no other. The CBS dogs ran. 
Comager went- op to four ami said a fourth investigation will not 
be believed. CBS did not take hte past four, so ws have no 
® scientific® advance knowledge from Indubitable exports what would 
fee the reaction to a fifth, or a 5^0th. We are as^us^ed wo i4iy 
question • that nothing will be feolleved. Take It ft* 0 BS the expert 
who knows everything befeauB® h® knc?ws nothing about the ©as© &tA 
has made no Independent study of the available facts, but this is 
Isanaterlal when you are an expert - oa anything - and have CBS to 
listen, credit and dlseoKinate. It Is only coincidence that all 
of this propaganda coincides with the government’s desire that 
the people take its word jdien It lies. Of eoarss, CBS did not do 
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tHis on If all it us©4 was pr©«i:*©eo3!*{ied ansi 

into th@s@ fouj* sikows* lt» and Cc^agsi? want to spar® ti^s loiig* 
suffering and sadlj 4ee®l¥®4 p&opl® another futility, ©fearltafel© 
folks that th©y ar©* E® vont farl^ar and ppovtdaii in adifai^a tha 
objeetion that will always exist, ’fhese ’’critics” will coBpl&la, 
”Well, nr eourse, this too is part of the IstablishKent*, ,« 
have a trlalf does this eminent ’’historian” tolerate courts 

vhon MO have his infinite wlsdcan, 

lot that acerodttod *»crltlc” has siad® this c asplalnt, Tt is 
that Coaagor »n3 CBS ars treparlng it for the futurel 
CBS! Erie fovaretd road a lectsa*® ^ by far ths longest In the ontlr© as: 
Comments It is an unlntsrracted v&m and a half (pages 1?«8). He told of 
a strain of perBianont skoptlelsK” from which we suffer, of «^is 
dovll theory of polities*’* Dredging the excreta of the nuthouse, 
ho finds a conspiracy ”woul4 bo utterly impoaslble la the American 
^eaa of s fierce and free press*,,” He must look at GBSl Bat Jh® 
hasn’t tried to publish a book that opposes tbs goveri®ent on this 
or get a strong article on it published la ® majc^ magazlrMS, or 
tried to get a chance to answer lies libels. 

And there is no chance the Hepoi't is wrong without all the Ccig» 
mlsaioners being conscious conspirators, he assureds 
‘stfhat this bolls down to Is that it is perfectly natural for a 
President to be to death In cold blood In an Affidrlcan sltyj 

tfcat it is eciually natural for bis accused murderer to ik> dcswi 

the police are guarding him, in a pollc# station, ahd befor® 
the eyes ©f the wcrld via Wj and that there is nothing abnormal 
In the death of the r^urdsrer of the aeousad murderer of the Presi«- 
dent when he suddenly develops cancer and Is nut giv®n medical 
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attention until long after h@ obviously needs It snd iitien only 
his fansily a?sd lawyers discover it eiKi demand it| nor Is It 
susnisct when It la first aimounced that this l?«urabl© ©eneer is 
merely a neglected cold* And anybody who doesn't think this is 
the ordinary course of events is the eivilizeu world has a *'4ev|l 
thecxry of politics’** suffers fr<m & ’’strain of permanent skepticia 
blames everything tu advame on "the ns tabilshment", la a vlctSai 
of the "conspiracy psychology” - in short. If you don’t swallow 
^ole and unqaestiomir^iy* you are a nutj 
QBBt The roundups "••♦The Warren C-casmission could not give Lee Sarvey 

Oswald his day in court and the protection of our laws” {page 19)* 
Facts The Cosaniasion could have abided by tSie laws of evidence and 

permitted genuine defense counsel to cross-exainine its witnesses# 
And It should have# But ^©n it rr^uld never have brought out this 
Report with the bullt—ln* pc*@det©rmimd verdict, and it would have 
had no "evidene©”# 

C:B3| It re-endorscd the Fspcu*t* saylr^, ”Put, now we have studieci the E' 
Fcporfc again* this tlsic with th® benefit of iliree years of confcro-» 
versy, of all these books •••” (page 19) 

Facts Whether car not they studied the Report - and their coneludlr^ 
whitewash shows ths oppsolte, they here say they have read my 
books and ©liaalnnte the excuse of not knowi?^ what they did t© 
and about theia#. 

The stOTiach rebels at the repetition of the remaining conclusions* 
like objections to th© Report - and certainly all ob- 

jections that go to the heart of Repert - vanish when they ar© 
exposed to th® light of hones t Inquiry" (pare 19) but, th© 
answers leave us restless”# (Filed for the future when fe®y ar© 
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proved wrong, liar® — an official, kept parsss#) 

CBBs 4nd all th« ?>er«:isfeing dSatrusI;? Tbat Is lie® Kairrey Oswald’s 

fault t datiag© th-st 1^-0® Hainraj Oswald did tfe® United States 

of America* «. did not end ^en the s^hots were fired***® 



Cominentt T^e Hamrey Oswald, ise«ir® over and «alte roc^ for CBS* 



